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DISCUSSION
The social history of modern Greece: a roundtable Efi Avdela (University of Crete), Thomas Gallant (University of California, San Diego), Nikolaos Papadogiannis (Bangor University), Leda Papastefanaki (University of Ioannina) and Polymeris Voglis (University of Thessaly)
How is social history written and practiced in differing political and geographical contexts?
As a journal, Social History has encouraged reflection on trajectories in different parts of the world though special issues on, most recently, Spain, the Caribbean, Hungary, and the Czech and Slovak Republics. 1 This round-table discussion builds on this series of conversations by examining the social history and historiography of modern Greece -as written both within and outside of the country -and its contribution to wider European and global histories. Five social historians, at different career stages with contrasting biographies, participated in the round-table through an exchange of views during the spring of 2017. The aims were to reflect on academic influences and trajectories; to identify future directions for the social history of modern Greece, including ways to better link it with the study of wider regions; and to analyse the very real effects of political change and financial crisis for the types of history that are produced and the choices that social historians of Greece make.
Influences
Where did you study and how has this affected your approach to historical research on Greece? Do you regard your itinerary as exceptional in relation to that of other historians working on Greece from the perspective of social history? What influences have shaped your work? How has the financial crisis affected those who work on social history in Greece?
Efi Avdela: I studied in archaeology. But the move to social history, and especially modern social history, was not as dramatic a departure as it might sound. My dissertation was a study of rural settlement and society in areas on two Greek islands from antiquity to the present using the methodologies of survey archaeology, environmental reconstruction, and textual analysis, with the emphasis being on ancient times. In my first two books, one on an ancient fishing and the other on risk and the rural economy in ancient Greece, I explored what role maritime resources played in the diet and how Greek farmers coped with the high levels of subsistence risk inherent in
Greece's environment. 3 For all three of those works, I examined primary and secondary social history sources from the modern period as analogues for studying the more distant past. But the deeper I dug into the modern social historical literature, the more I discovered how relatively underdeveloped it was. So, I shifted my intellectual focus completely to the study of the social history of the Greek world over the last 300 years. This change occurred during the 1970s and 1980s, when 'new social history' was still in vogue, and I had the good fortune to be a junior professor at the University of Florida, one of the leading bastions of 'new social history' in North America. So, I got to learn from some of the leading social historians in the world, such as Darrett Rutman and Robert F. Berkhofer Jr. have done or what they should do, but, rather, one out of the many paths they have followed.
In particular, I have found myself influenced by and in close contact with historians dealing with youth identities in conjunction with gender and through the medium of oral history, such as Efi Avdela and Kostis Kornetis. 5 Still, I would refrain from defining myself as part of a specific generation, as I do not necessarily share the same formative experiences with those historians whose work has been meaningful to me. Overall, having studied history in Greece. In short, only after the fall of the dictatorship and the establishment of democracy in 1974 was academic freedom guaranteed and humanities and social sciences able to flourish.
Social history, as a distinct field, emerged in Greek historiography during the 1990s. 11 Yet, in general, historical writing in Greece remained to a large extent closely related to the study of the 'political', in the narrow sense of politics. Since 2000, there has been an explosion of academic and public interest in the 1940s, namely the years of the Nazi occupation and the civil war. 12 However, despite the fact that the 1940s is perhaps the most well-studied period of Greek history, very few scholars have sought to analyse the 'social' in an innovative way, paying instead closer attention to the transformation and articulation of relations, practices, discourses and imaginaries at times of war. Most historians have approached the 'social' as a product of political decisions and conflicts, and sometimes the debate has ended up in defending or condemning the political actors of the past. 13 Nevertheless, social history has innovated historical research in Greece in many ways.
To begin with, new methods, like oral interviews, were adopted that provided new insights into individual experience and collective memory. Second, the cross-fertilisation between social and cultural history has enabled historians to address the 'social' from various and different perspectives. To put it differently, most Greek historians today have to take into account in their work the categories of social history. Finally, more historians are willing to problematise the categories they use ('women', 'students', 'guerrillas' etc.) and not treat them as something given.
7
Tom Gallant: As a distinct field of academic inquiry, the social history of Greece emerged in the late 1980s and early 1990s, and this was the case both inside and outside of Greece.
14 There had been before, of course, work that focused on what could be considered social history, especially if we add economic history into the mix-something that was quite frequently done at the time. Some of that scholarship appeared in Greece, but much of it was produced by historians outside of the country. There were, for example, some foundational works that were written by historians, political scientists, and political philosophers based professionally at French universities and working within a broadly Marxist structuralist paradigm. 15 In Greece, we can see hints of the shift to this style of social history in the By the 1990s, the historiographical landscape shifted and social history took off, particularly under the influence of the new cultural history that had emerged primarily in the USA. Symptomatic of the sea-change was the establishment in Greece of the Cultural and
Intellectual History Society, and the publication of its journal Historein (since 1999).
According to its mission statement, Historein provided a forum for the publication of scholarly articles that contributed to the study of the historical formation of social collectivities and representations of class, gender, sexuality, ethnicity, race, and nation; to the operation of social institutions, such as the university, the trade union, the prison, psychiatric centres; and to the ideological discourses that support, produce, or negate these operations (disciplinary ones as well as popular discourses of the self, the body, and the social/public sphere). Emphasis was to be put on the national, international, and global structures and dynamics that code, 'write', and determine these phenomena and processes in the modern era. 16 That social history had arrived as a distinct field was clear from the fact that it elicited powerful, mostly negative, responses from the larger community of historians; as it had done earlier elsewhere, the ascendancy of social and cultural history triggered a history war. The fierce debates on historical methodology that in the early 2000s split the Greek historical community -again some twenty years later than Anglo-American historiographydid not contribute, in my view, to theorising about the social -or the cultural for that matter.
This was due to the lack at the time of controversial empirical studies which made these debates abstract. Important social history research is still produced, although for most historians 'society' continues to be viewed as a given entity. The most innovative studies are inspired by conceptualisations that go beyond dualities, draw from the social sciences and are placed at the interface of the social, the cultural and the political.
Leda Papastefanaki: I would add the following to Efi's points about gender and labour history. A gender perspective has been adopted in studies which, by combining social with economic history and making use of archives from industrial enterprises, have examined crucial aspects of the process of industrialisation, such as the composition of the workforce, the organisation and division of labour, wages, occupational hierarchy, and the practices of management of the workforce. 18 Indeed, the economic, social, and cultural history of industry and business has been enhanced during the past decade by the adoption of women's and gender perspectives within a more 'social' approach.
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Nikos Papadogiannis: I find it more difficult to pinpoint beginnings than other participants.
There are no specific events or texts that historians largely recognise as having marked the birth date of the social history of Greece. Writing about the 'social' in Greece gained momentum after the collapse of the dictatorship in 1974, as Efi and Polymeris explain.
Yannis Yannitsiotis has described this development as producing a 'historiographical discourse'. 20 Nevertheless, I feel that this label is somewhat narrow, since what appeared were interdisciplinary syntheses that drew on sociology, political science and history. Such syntheses took a holistic approach, aiming to analyse social, political and economic developments across Greece and in the Greek diaspora over long periods of the nineteenth and twentieth centuries. They claimed that Greece deviated from the path to 'modernity' followed elsewhere in the 'West': they asserted that no significant industrialisation occurred in Greece in comparison to other European countries, which resulted in no clear demarcation of social class boundaries, at least in the nineteenth century. 21 Whilst they accepted that social inequalities existed, especially in urban centres, these syntheses maintained that there was no remarkable social inequality in the majority of rural areas; that the educational system did not totally exclude young people from the lower class; and that mass mobilisation largely did not occur along class lines. The late 1970s also saw the development of what was primarily economic and secondarily social history; and in exploring how industrialisation unfolded in Greece, references were made, albeit briefly, to the formation of class boundaries in industrial workplaces. 22 A further tendency that appeared at that point was to address the making of brigands as a social group in Greece in the nineteenth century, subordinating, however, their analysis to that of Greek politics. 23 In the 1980s historical research on the formation of social divisions in Greece gained momentum. 24 These historians initially focused on gender, social class and often -but not we find that since the 1990s historians of Greece have formulated varying understandings of the 'social' in tackling the relationship between culture and material conditions. This can be characterised in four ways. 26 The first has involved the study of associations that were conducive to the formation of middle-class identities in Greece and the Greek diaspora in the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. 27 Such works initially focused on formal associations in fields such as leisure and charity, treating them as crucial to the formation of middle-class identities, which were not, in their view, a mere epiphenomenon of relations of production. A more recent approach to associations draws on the concept of sociality, underlining the malleability and diversity of social bonds in the study of both formal and informal ties. 28 A second focus has been on the emotions attached to social ties, producing analyses of the ways in which they underpin notions of gender, class and age and relevant power asymmetries. For example, Pothiti Hantzaroula has examined the emotions through which female domestic workers in early-to-mid twentieth-century Greece experienced their subjugation, which was itself shaped by class and gender. activities and the participation of engineers in political and social affairs. 32 It is noteworthy that many economic historians have also turned to much more 'social' approaches, studying social groups like industrialists, merchants or ship-owners. of these works have in common is that they address themes and issues of interest to social historians generally. All, either explicitly or implicitly, adopt a comparative approach, thereby placing the Greek case in a broader context. I strongly believe that this is the way forward'. But, I noted, 'threatening to strangle the baby of progress in its crib, however, are the calls that are beginning to be heard about "Greek exceptionalism".' 42 Social and cultural history by its very nature lends itself to a comparative, cross-cultural approach; unlike, for example, political history which can be written within a single national or country frame. The point I was trying to make at the time was that the emergence of social history provided an opportunity for Greek history to be mainstreamed into the wider discipline in a way that it had never been before, and that appeals to exceptionalism threatened to perpetuate the parochialisation that the field had suffered for a long time. What I want to emphasise here is that this trend toward writing Greek history into broader historiographies persisted, despite the, at times, stiff opposition that it encountered.
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New directions
What periods and topics have dominated to date within the social history of Greece
Recently, however, that has begun to change. Along with the discipline more generally, we are moving from an analytical mode whereby we compare and contrast our Greek case studies within regional or international contexts to an approach that focuses on interconnections across space and between societies and cultures. Broadly speaking, that approach has been labelled as transnationalism. This shift in the way we contextualise our studies is to be welcomed because it offers us new insights and interpretations of the past. Belgium, which demonstrates that the cultural forms they pursued should be seen as a continuum with those of indigenous populations as each affected the other. 51 Similarly in business history, Gelina Harlaftis's study of Greek-owned shipping probes how their activity transcended the borders of the Greek nation-state. 52 Moreover, research on youth in Greece since the 1950s has stressed the links between local and international youth lifestyles. 53 Efi Avdela: There is no doubt that Greek social history is flourishing as never before. There is a growing integration of the Greek case in European historiography. Important contributions foster transnational and entangled histories, thus offering increased visibility to Greek social history research in international fora. The contribution of scholars based abroad to these developments is important. It is unfortunate that at home this coincides with budget cuts, limited number of academic posts and severe cuts in research funding. Be that as it may, much needs to be done, of which the most crucial is a more systematic theorising of the social.
Polymeris Voglis: Social historians should work in three directions. They should be more theoretically informed and should question and problematise established categories and ideas.
They should also address the question of power and scrutinise the relation between the social and the political. Finally, they should address the public. In times of crisis and with the humanities targeted by neoliberalism, historians need to move outside academia and address a wider public in order to argue that history (still) matters.
Tom Gallant:
Reflecting on our conversation here and on my experience of having worked in the field for close to forty years, I can say that the study of the social history of Greece and the Greek world has never been stronger or more vibrant. The volume and high quality of the publications appearing every year, many written by younger scholars, is truly impressive. As is the fact that many of them utilise approaches and methodologies that allow them to engage in contemporary historiography. The parochialism that dogged the field in the past is long gone. In spite of the crisis of the Humanities in higher education globally and in spite of the crippling financial crisis in Greece, history continues to attract bright young scholars, and so I remain optimistic about the future of our field.
Nikos Papadogiannis:
Ideally, a combination of transnational history with microhistory will help produce more social histories not of Greece as a sealed container, but of Greek subjects in movement and interaction with others. Hopefully these histories will enrich understandings of social relations and cultural practices not only in Greece, but also in other countries/regions and will be seriously considered by historians of both the former and the latter.
